





- “FOR ADULTS ONLY” 
Is This Sign Obsolete? 


By AXEL AND Mary HORNOS 


Never, since the day the images of the first 
movie flickered on the first nickelodeon screen, 
has the motion picture industry subjected Amer- 
ican audiences to such a barrage of sexual aber- 
rations. Adultery, prostitution, sodomy, incest, 
frigidity and nymphomania are today the theme 
of an increasing number of movies. What is 
more, they are usually presented under a sordid 
light, with the avowed purpose of luring a pub- 
lic made apathetic by the television habit. 

Box office returns show that the onslaught is 
succeeding beyond expectations. Aroused from 
their lethargy by the promise of forbidden 
delights, millions flock back to the movie 
houses — a situation which, although regretta- 
ble, should not give undue concern except for 
the fact that 50 per cent of the viewers, accord- 
ing to a 1957 survey, are under 20. 

Now, some sociologists may question the 
relationship between this exposure and the 
alarming increase in juvenile delinquency, but 
nobody will deny that the less our youngsters 
see movies depicting life’s basest aspects, the 
better will it be for all concerned. 

This granted, the crucial question arises — 
how can we prevent our children from seeing 
those kind of pictures? 

One logical answer comes to mind: this is 
clearly the parents’ responsibility. Or rather, it 
should be, for too many parents, more concerned 
with other problems, are derelict on this score. 

Some people favor the previous censorship of 
movies on the grounds that nothing less than 
compulsion will force the motion picture indus- 
try to clean house. But aside from the question- 
able effectiveness of this measure, censorship, 
whether emanating from State or federal legis- 
lation or from pressure groups, is a concept 
repugnant to our way of thinking. 

Others suggest an alternate system whereby 
all movies would be classified as ““Recommend- 
ed for Adults Only” and “Recommended for 
Families,’ in the belief that this would serve 
the purpose of protection without infringement 
on our freedom of choice. 

Unfortunately, everybody knows that the sign 
“Recommended for Adults Only” is flouted by 
many minors with the passive connivance of the 
. movie theaters, more concerned about the loss 
. of business than about our children’s welfare. 

“On the other hand, the growing public out- 

cry against perversion and sadism in movies has 
-not caught the motion picture interests napping. 
Worried by the effects of adverse public opin- 
ion on the box office and the possible encroach- 
ments of censorship, Theater Owners of Amer- 
ica, representing a large segment of exhibitors, 
will offer information to its members concern- 
ing the subject matter and content of each 
picture, so that they may pass such material to 
their patrons. 
© Such a keen —if belated— concern over an 
issue which threatens to get out of hand 
deserves praise. But past experiences show 
abundantly that not even an aroused paternal 
“sense of duty will ent many youngsters 
eee tAk foc tig die Fabal sex anid 
violence. Therefore, it should befall upon the 
movie theaters themselves, as the natural “‘last- 
ditch 





Washington the following questions: 

1. Are there in your country laws or regula- 
tions against the admission of minors to movies 
stressing violence, brutality and perversion? 


2. How are these regulations enforced? 
(For instance: Do the exhibitors put signs like 
“For Adults Only”? Other signs? Are these 
signs respected by minors?) 

3. In case of non-compliance by the movie 
theaters, what measures are taken against them? 
Fines? Temporary closures? Permanent ones? 
Boycott by an aroused community ? 

Here are some of the verbatim answers: 

Spain. “. . . regulations in Spain against the 
admission of minors to movies stressing vio- 
lence, brutality and sadism are strictly enforced 
by the theater managers, who would not expose 
themselves to the rigid parents’ attitude and 
the police inspection.” 

Switzerland. “Since it is very difficult (for 
exhibitors) to determine the age of adolescents, 
those of some Cantons (the states of the Swiss 
Confederation) require an identity document.” 

Great Britain. “Billboards at movie houses 
announce in which category the film to be 
shown has been placed. It is up to the manager 
of the cinema to refuse admittance to such chil- 
dren as ‘appear’ to be of the prescribed age.” 

Denmark. “In case children under 12 or 16 
years are not permitted (by order of a censor- 
ing committee) to attend a certain film, this 
must be clearly indicated at the movie house as 
well as in possible advertisements about the 
showing. Violation of these regulations is pun- 
ishable with a fine and may also lead to can- 
cellation of the license of the movie theater 
in question.” 

Sweden. “A little less than half of all movies 
shown in Sweden advertise “For Adults Only.” 
This means, for persons over 15. The sign 
appears at the theater, on the tickets, and in all 
advertising for the film. Those minors who 
do not respect the sign are almost always caught 
and turned away by box office attendants or 
ushers. Many youngsters are asked to prove 
their age. 

The Netherlands. “Non-compliance by the 
movie theaters may be punishable by fines or 
even imprisonment; the admission of minors 
to an “Adults Only” movie would be a non- 
compliance for which the theater owner is 
responsible.” 

Here, then, are six democratic countries which 
make the exhibitor responsible for the enforce- 
ment of the non-admission rule. Moreover, in 
order to help him in this endeavor, three of 
these countries give the exhibitor the right to 
ask for an identity paper when the age of a 
patron is in doubt. 

Is this a police state procedure, and therefore 
unthinkable in our country? Not in the least. 
After all, every American over 15 years of age 
is asked, at one time or another, to show his 
driver’s license, his port, or his birth cer- 
tificate. He must identify himself when he buys 
on credit, opens a bank account, gets married, 
votes, applies for a job. Every day millions of 
American workers must produce an admission 


card with their picture and their signature. In - 
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THE DAILY WORKER 


May 26, 1928, Page 6 


The Communist Party considers it as its his- 
toric duty to unite all workers regardless of their 
color against the common enemy, against the mas- 
ter class. The negro race must understand that 
capitalism means racial oppression and Commun- 
nisum means social and racial equality. 


DEMANDS 


1, Abolition of the whole system of race discrim- 
ination. Full racial equality. z 


Abolition of all laws which result in segrega- 
tion of Negroes. Abolition of all Jim Crow 
laws. The law shall forbid all discrimination 
against Negroes in selling or renting houses. 


w 
` 


3. Abolition of all laws which disenfranchise the 
Negroes on the ground of color. 


4. Abolition of laws forbidding inter-marriage 
of persons of different races, p 


5. Abolition of all laws and public administra- 
tioù measures which prohibit, or in practice 
prevent, Negro children or youth from attend- 
ing general public schools or universities. 


6. Full and equal admittance of Negroes to all 
railway station waiting rooms, restaurants, 
hotels, and theatres. 


7. The War and Navy Department of the United 
States Government should abolish all Jim 
Crow distinctions in the army and navy. 


8. Immediate removal of all restrictions in all 
trade unions against the membership of Negro - 
workers. 


9. Equal -opportunity for employment, wages, 
hours, and working conditions for Negro and 
white workers. 


Copy From The Library of Congress 
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A NEW BOOKLET— 


The Brothers Kennedy 


By Marilyn R. Allen 
Author of— ; } 
“Alien Minorities & Mongrelization” 





In a hard-hitting thorough presentation, 
Marilyn Allen sounds the clarion call for a 
white Christian Constitutional American 
Republic! 





Quotes that speak for themselves: 
Page 4: 


Page 5: 


“. +. aS far back as May 26th, 1 
he Commmmuniit=Party Iaka ieee 
as the No. 1 plank in their platform.” 
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